“elitical Committee, LSA-LSO
33l Queen Strest W
Toronto 133, Ontario.

To CC members: ﬂ?(a,?.- 35/ N

Dear comrades,

The enclosed statement of the LSA/LSO Political Committee, "The United
Secretariat Stand on the 5allustro Kidne,Ting" is FOR THE INFORMATICN OF
C.C ITiMBERS ONLY,

Me statement is our response to the followlng motion of the United Sec~
retariat, excerpted from the minutes of the April 15 - 16, 1972 neeting.

Motion by Fierre:

The United Secretariat of the Fourth International disapprovas of the
publication in the lilitant and Labor thallenge of resolutions adopted by the
leaderships of the Socialist Jorkers Farty and the League for Socialist Action/
Lirue Socialiste Ouvriere concern-ng the lidnapping of Sallustro by the Argen-
tino . ERP, the armed organization led by the Partido Revoluciomarip de los
Trabajadores (PRT), Argentine section of the Fourth International,

Tuch public declarations could vell encourage sections to follow this ex-
ample of public attacks against other gections, which would be lishly damaging
to tha vhole Internacional,

In addition, these resoluticns de nol express any solidarity towards these
comrudes, at the moment when a fierce campaipn is underway azainst them.

The Unitgd Secretariat of the Fourth Internmational resolves not to pub-
lish these two resolutiona in the Internntional's organs, or in corszans aiprea-
sing its positions,

This resolution is not for public circulstion.

Vate: ior: 6 (Petersen, Walter, Livio, Ku.t, Pierre, Delfin)

Ageinst: § (Adair, Peidro, Juan, Mans, Therese

Oonsultative: "or 1 (Tiel)
Consultative Againgli: 1 (Crandall)

Carried

Comradely

Gary Porter
Organizational Secretary.

Bncls



T UNTTED SECRETARTAT STAIL Cif 0B 3L USTRO_KIDHAPPING

Statement by the Politieal Commitiee of the League for
Soclalist Action-Ligue Socizliste Cuvriere, May 22, 1972.

At its April 15 - 16 meeting the United Secretariat, by majority vote of
4 ~ 5, took a decision to disapprove the bublication in The Nilitant and labor
Challenge of statements outlining the positions of the political cormittees ol
the SBocialist ‘Jorkers Party and the lecsue for Socialist Action-Ligue Socialiste
Cuvriere on the Sallustro kidnanping in Argentina.

‘laving considered the United Zecrstariat motion, the Political Committee of
the LZA/TSO states the following:

(1) "s the assertion that the lilitart and Labor Challenge statensnts are
"public attacks" against another section: neither statament "attacked" the
TRP-FRT, They criticized (by upholding the established Trotskyist vosition on
terrorism) a sericns error commitied by the ERP-PRT. They differentiated the
positions of the SIP and of the LSA/LSO "rom that of the ERP=FI'T on the questlon
involved - in our case a very imvort~nt action in view of the FIQ ovants

in uebec in October of 1970.

(2) "e the claim that "these rocolutions do not express any solidnrity to-
vards these comrares, at the moment ~Men a fierce campaign is underay apainst
them': e protegt this outrageons assertion, one which is patently false and will
be clesar to all Trotskyists who are able to read our statement orid that of the
/P, Deth ststements clearly attacod the Lamsre regime as being responsible
for the vielence in Argentina and solidorized vith the vietims of the reuression,
The LBA/LSO statement drew atbention to the world-wids solidarity camprign now
undertray to defend the vietims of the repressicn, a campaign in -hich e are
conside:nbly involved in Canada,

‘It can be the purpose of in‘ecting such false accusations jnto the dis-
cussinn of the IRP-FRT liidmapping, if nut %c prejudice the ninds of niembers of
tha Totiih Internntionsl against eribicisms raised both by the SWP and ocurselves.

{3) The LSA/LS0 statement on the -MP-PRT kidmapping was not only rooted in
the long-held, principled position of Trotslyism on terrorism, but attempited to
convey to the Argentinian comrades and the world movement our recent experience
with similar actions carried out by the TFront de Liberation du luebec in October
of 19?00

\Je said: "The ERI’ action, li'e that of the FIQ supporters in fluebec, reduces
the mcsmes to the role of spectators, Tt nvnids the neceasary consistont work of
bringing {'.e masses into stmgpgles around a nrogram linked to their most urgent
econurle, sorial and politieal needs.

"ur recent experience in Quebec cenvinces us all the more “hiat rether than
involving the revolutionary forees in mss struggles, such actirns separate the

revolution~rfes {rom the masses, thus posing a block on the path to building a
rovolutionary partyesse!



(2)

We had every reason to expect that the Unlted Secretariat would, at the first
opportunity make a similar statement, particularly in view of the position adopted
by the United Secretariat on the A action in 1970. We quote:

Nhile sympathizing with the nationalist end anti-capitnlist sentl-
ments of the FIQ, revelutionary socialists do not think that in the
preacnt context of Czamada such actiuns are the correct means to
bring about a mass strugole for an independent soeialist Quebec,!

Since the United Secretariat stotement on the FIQ kidrmappings in October
1970 nothins, in the vesolutions or declarations of the leading bodies of the Fourth
Internstional have sanetionsd actluns 1l ich substitutethe actlona of amall, isolated
groupa for actions by the masses. lMNone of lthe reseclutinns of the MNinth world con-
greas do that either.

(4) Ve have put forward our position, The gquestion which mmch of the world
noverent is now asking of the majority of the United Secretariat is: Mihat is the
pogition of the leading bedy of thie International?"

Instead of taldng a clear posilion, instead of re-affirming the prinoei-
pled position of Trotskyism against adventurism, the majority of the United Secre-
tariat evaded the question at the April 15 - 16 meeting. You neither approved nor
disapproved the kidnapping and executi n of Sallustro. You abstained from taking
a stand. You voted down, 6 to 5, a moiion to issue a public statement alonsy the
lines of the positions of the SI/P and the LSA/L30,

On top of ita own indecision, the United Secretariat majority voted to disap-
pvrove the public statements of the LSA/LSO and the SWP. This can only lead the
world novement to conclude that the Unlted Secretariat majority a-nroves the ac-
tion of the ERP-FRT; and that, furthermore, it approves the public declarations
in llouge, La Gauche, and Red lole which hail and azjrove the kidmapping,

(5) The decision of e United Secrotariat majority to give spe: ific instruc-
tions that the SWP and the L3A/LSO statements not be published in "the Internation-
alls organs or in organs expressing its positions" only re-inforcos our fears that
2 now line, an adventurist line departing from the traditions and program of Trot-
slgrism, 1s buing sushed in the movement, ‘las the ERP, in carrying out the kidnap-
ping and execution of Sallustre, acting in accordance with the line of the majority
of the United Secretariat? The conduct of the United Secretariat majority would
indicaie an affirmative answer to that ouestion,

Those vho disapprove of the ERP~POT action must remain silent. Those who ap-
prove it are free to establish such an adventurist line throughout the world move-
nent in flcir press. learwhile, the United Secretariat demrs.

In Canada we have already had a first hand experience with revolutionaries -
certain members of the Young Socialists-Ligue des Jeunes -ocialistes - who are con-
vinced that the LRP-FRT action was an application of the line of the Winth .orld
Confrass and o7 the majority of the United Secretariat. So convincsd are they that
suc' is the case, they decided to carry out a boycott of the isaues of the sectiod s
press {labor Challenge and Liberation) wiich carried the LSA/LS( statement on the
‘Ydnapping, These mewbera of the uni-ied !linority Tendency of tho YS/LJS
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(who then constituted a majority of the Halifax and Fredericton loccls of the
¥5-LJS) tried to justify their boycott out of "loyalty" to the line of thé
Internzti:nal - the boycott baing a public attack on the Canadian sections

a violation of the relations established between the section and the ¥5-LJS and
codified in thelr constitutions, and a violation of the dsmocratic centralist
norma of the ¥3-LJS,

In view of tha above considerati:ims, the Political Committee of the LSA/LSO
finds completsly unacceptable the Jpril 15 - 16 resolution of the United Secret-
ariat, il rc-affirm our criticism of the ERP-PRT action within the framework of
internaticnalist solidarity with its rovoelutiinary fighters.

134A/L30 Political Committee,
Hay 22, 1972,



